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To Whom Xt May Concern: 

ro Products, Inc. is a pet food manufacturer headquartered in the City of Industry, California. 
distribute a broad line of premium pet foods nationally and are one of the top 3 providers of 

premium pet foods to the pet specialty industry. We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the 
current rule help prevent the establishment and amplification of bovine spongeform 

y (BSE) in the U.S. 

elieves that the current rule as defined in Title 2 1, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 
589.2000 is adequate and further education and compliance efforts are the most effective way of 
reducing BSE m  the U.S, A continued sustained effort would be far more effective in reducing ri 
than changes to the current rule. We believe the exemptions in the rule are scientifically justifie 

Nutro strong supports the current cautionarv labeling statement on ruminants feeds and does not 
believe that pet foods other than salvage pet foods, should be labeled with the statement; “Do not 
feed to cattle or other ruminants”. This statement is unnecessary and confusing and would present 
significant financial risk to the US pet food industry since consumers do not understand the term 
ruminants. If pet foods bare this statement, consumers will fearfully be inclined to steer away from 
it. 

Nutro believes that more effort should be placed in educating salvage dealers, feed manufacturers, 
and animal producers regarding the proper disposition of salvage pet foods and gaining compliance 
though use of measured enforcement rather than remove the exemption for pet foods. 

Thank you for the opportunity to submit these comments. 

Sincerely, 

Sharon Machlik, Ph.D. 
Director Technical Marke 
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